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April 29, 1983

John Meyer

Environmental Protection Agency
1200 6th

M/S 524

Seattle, WA 98101

Dear John:

At EPA's request an inspection of the Arrcom site was made on April 29,
1983 to determine the current condition of the tanks located at this site.
Following is the results of that inspection. Please refer to the attached
site plan for tank location and discriptions.

Tanks 2,3,4, and 5: These tanks appeared to be empty and in sound phy-
sical condition. v

Tank 7: This tank had a small oil stained and 0il built up area (approx.
4" x 10") at the bottom of one side of the tank. This could represent

a small leak in the bottom of this tank. There was also some seepage
from piping entering tank 7. This tank was about 3/4 full.

Tanks 8 and 9: These tanks appeared to be sound but did have some see-
page from piping between these tanks.

Tank 10: There was a small amount of seepage around the outlet valve
of Tank 10.

Tank 14: This tank is buried and the condition is not known.
Tank 16: This tank appeared to be sound and had no signs of leakage.

Tank 17: Tank 17 appeared to be sound and had no signs of leakage from
the tank. There was a small drip from a coupling leading to tank 17.

Tank 11: This tank appeared to be sound and not leaking. However,
there was a small drip from a pump located in building 13.
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Tank 23: Ground around this tank is oil stained. However, the tank itself
appears to be sound with no signs of leakage.

Tanks 21 and 22: These tanks are not connected and appeared to be empty.
The area between building 15 and tank 19 and around tanks 21 and 22 is
heavily oil stained.

Tank 19: This is a bolted seamed tank and many of the seams in the lower
2 feet of the tank were wet (not dripping) indicating some incomplete
gasket sealing. The tank itself appears sound.

Tank 20: This tank appears to be sound and showed no signs of leakage.

In general, the condition of the site appears to be about the same as the
last insepction. The tanks seem to be structurally sound with most of the
seepage being from valves or pipe couplings. This inspection was an ext-
ernal visual inspection of the tanks, so the volumes and internal condition
of the tanks is not known.

If you have any questions concerning this, or if we can be of further
assistance, please feel free to contact us.

Sincerel

Kenneth L. Babin
Environmental Health Specialist

KLB/vg
Enclosure

cc: Steve Provant, EPA
Daryl Koch, HAW-DOE
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Water well

T-48 2,000 Gal. Re-refined oil

T-23 1,000 Cal. Re-refined oil

T-24 1,000 Gal. Re-refined oil

T-11 FSSO Gal. Re-refined oil
Electrical storage

T-47 2,000 Gal. Water separator
T-145 6,000 Gal. Finished oil storage
T-120 5,000 Gal. Finished oil storage
T-119 5,000 Gal. Finished oil storage
T-28 1,200 Gal. Electric hcatcratank
48" shaker

Shaker building

T-144 6,000 Cal. Underground finished oil

Boiler room with work shop

T-142 6,000 Gal. Heater tank with coils
T-143 6,000 GCal. Hcater tank with coils
Truck loading rack

T-1071 45,000 Gal. Waste oil storage
T-238 10,000 Gal. Waste oil storage
U-1 1,200 Gal. Treatment tanks

u-2 lzZOO Gal. Treatment tanks

T-71 35000 Gal. Fuel storage
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Chuck Rice, Air & Waste Management Branch, M/S 531 TECHNICAL OPERATIONS SECTION

FROM:

TO:

Attached are RCRA inspection reports for ESI, Omark and Arrcom.

1. Omark - The only comment I have is on Item 14, Page 5 on the
contingency plan. The response to the question on how it is
known that the contingency plan has been submitted to local
authorities has been updated via a telecom with Dale Geaudreau N
confirming that the new contingency plan has been distributed
to local authorities.

=N
/////*’j‘ >Arrcom - This was not a typical inspection since Arrcom is not
\\,///// operating and EPA has issued a compliance order for cleanup
’ of the site. The inspection was actually made in response to
Section 7003 of RCRA and should count as a valid RCRA inspection
in meeting Idaho's commitments. The standard RCRA inspection form
does not apply in this case and therefore it was not filled out.

3. ESI - In my review of the DOE inspection, I did not identify any
new descrepancies that should result in EPA taking enforcement
actions.

I understand from Daryl Koch that there were some differences between
he and Bob Stamnes on the interpretation of some of the inspection
items. Since I was not present during the inspection and have not
seen Bob Stamnes' report, my comments are on the basis of Daryl
Koch's report.

Attachments:
RCRA inspection reports for: Omark, Arrcom, ESI
cc: Paul Boys, M/S329

Bob Stamnes, M/S 533
Daryl Koch, IDHW-DOE, Boise
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